YAG DUTT
2015.08.19 16:26

205
IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CRM-M-19424 of 2013 (O&M).
Decided on:-19.08.2015.

Nitin Jindal. Petitioner.

Versus

State of Punjab and another .. Respondents.

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HARI PAL VERMA.

1. Whether reporters of local newspapers may be allowed to see judgment?
2. To be referred to reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

Present:-  Mr. Munish Gupta, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Sultan Singh Gill, DAG, Punjab.

HARI PAL VERMA, J. (ORAL)

Learned counsel for the petitioner has reiterated his argument
that under the law, partial compromise is sufficient to seek quashing of the
FIR for which he relies upon 2013(4) Supreme Court Cases (Criminal) 668
titled Jayrajsinh Digvijaysinh Rana Versus State of Gujarat and another.

Learned counsel for the State states that, in fact, the petitioner
has entered into a compromise only with Ashish Sharma, Gursewak Singh
and Nanak Singh whereas there are total seven complainants in the FIR. He
further submits that either all the seven complainants should depose in favour

of the compromise or the present petition can be adjudicated only on merits.
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Faced with this situation, learned counsel for the petitioner does
not press the present petition and wishes to withdraw the same, but seeks
indulgence of this Court to revive the earlier petition bearing No.CRM-M-
18941 of 2010 for quashing of the FIR which was otherwise filed on merits
and was withdrawn at that stage on the premises that the matter has been
compromised with the aforementioned complainants.

Treating the prayer of the learned counsel for the petitioner to
be just and fair, this Court grants liberty to the petitioner to revive CRM-M-
18941 of 2010.

Since out of the seven complainants, only three complainants
have named the petitioner, the personal appearance of the petitioner is
exempted before the trial Court.

With these observations, the present petition is dismissed as

withdrawn.

(HARI PAL VERMA)
August 19, 2015 JUDGE
'Yag Dutt'
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